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Rejection Unrier 35 1 )sr. q -|qo 
The Examiner has rejected claims 1-9 and 1 1 17 ao h«- 



there ,s no men„on of any kind of test in this paragraph. AKhough Koivukanoas doe. 
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recitation of "running a radiated performance test after said predetermined period of time" 
is neither obvious nor anticipated by Koivukangas. Thus, claims 1 and 12 overcome the 
Examiner's rejection. On the basis that claims 1 and 12 are believed to be in allowable 
condition, the applicant submits that claims 2-9, 11 and 13-17, dependent therefrom, are 
also allowable. 

Rejection Under 35 USC $ 103 

The Examiner has rejected claims 10 as being unpatentable over Koivukangas in view of 
Ko et al., U.S. Application No. 20030100299 (hereinafter "Ko"). The applicant submits 
that Ko cannot overcome the deficiencies noted above with respect to Koivukangas. 
Consequently, a combination of Koivukangas and Ko does not render claim 10 obvious. 
On this basis, the applicant submits that claim 10 overcomes the Examiner's rejection. 

As it is believed that all of the rejections set forth in the Official Action have been fully met, 
favourable reconsideration and allowance is respectfully urged. 
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